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Figure 1. The study area included sage-
grouse range in Oregon, California, and
northwest Nevada. Colored dots repre-
sent lek sites. Grouse leks and popula-
tions tend to cluster in the landscape: red
and yellow indicate higher breeding den-
sities; blue and green are more sparse.
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ot n I ! The Conservation Effects Assessment
o . Project (CEAP) is a multi-agency effort to
. . build the science base for conservation.
% X oC Project findings will help to guide USDA
o . ¢ 4 conservation policy and program develop-
° ment and help farmers and ranchers make
. L informed conservation choices.
5 ‘ One of CEAP’s objectives is to quantify the
o -~ . o s o environmental benefits of conservation
° B practices for reporting at the national and
., 2 regional levels. Because wildlife is affected
. . 4 by conservation actions taken on a variety
R . \ of landscapes, the wildlife national assess-
o e . ment complements the national assess-
oterats : / ments for cropland, wetlands, and grazing
° Low ° ) o lands. The wildlife national assessment
5 GEEn ‘ . works through numerous partnerships to
Il summer habitat P(m) 20.9 support relevant assessments and focuses
Subpeihabata)>0r o on regional scientific priorities.
Private ownership .
Public ownership : This assessment was conducted through a
- = - — - - partnership among NRCS, The U.S. Fish and
F i g u rEeample of wetland ownership characteristics, where public lands provide Wildlife Service. the Intermountain West Joint
sage-grouse breeding and nesting habitats and private lands account for the majority Venture (IWJV) and the University of Montana
(81%) of summer habitats. Population density and lek proximity to wetlands illustrate (UM). Primary investigators on this project
typical structure of spatial and density dependence that cluster high density populations were Patrick Donnelly (IWJV) and David
on public lands in close proximity to summer habitats. Naugle (UM).
For more information: www.nrcs.usda.gov/
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